Considering the uniqueness of meromorphic functions concerning differential monomials ,we obtain that, if two non-constant meromorphic functions   f z and   g z satisfy
In 1998, Wang and Fang [2] (cf. [3] ) proved the following therem. It is interesting to establish the unicity theorem corresponding to the above result. In 2002, Fang [4] obtained the following result.
Theorem B Let , f g be tow nonconstant entire function, and n , k be tow positive integers with   for a constant t such that 1 n t  . Recently, Bhoosnurmath and Dyavanal [5] extended Theorem B to the meromorphic case, as follows.
, then the conclusion of Theorem 1 holds.
Some Lemmas
For the proof of our results, we need the following lemmas.
Lemma 1 [7] . Let f be a nonconstant meromorphic function,and let 0 1 , , , n a a a  be finite complex numbers such that 0 Lemma 3 [8] . Let f be a nonconstant meromorphic function, k a positive integer, then
Lemma 4 [9] . Let f and g be two nonconstant meromorphic functions,and let k be a positive integer. If
, then one of the following cases must occur:
Lemma 5. Let f and g be two nonconstant me-
where   Proof. By Lemma 1, we get
 holds for a set of infinite measure of r .
Without loss of generality, we may suppose that 
By the Nevalinna second fundamental theorem and lemma 3, we have
, , ,
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By 6
n  and (2.5), we get     , , T r g S r g  , for r I  , a contradiction.
If
1 0 a b    , by (2.1) we can obtain:
We see that:
Combining the Nevalinna second fundamental theorem and lemma 3, we have 
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By 6
n  and (2.5), we get     , , T r g S r g  , r I  , a contradiction.
. It follows that:
We state that C is zero. If not, one we can get that from the Nevalinna second fundamental theorem and lemma 1.
r I  , which is impossible. So C is zore.
where t is constant satisfying 
By lemma 4, we can get
By (3.1)-(3.3) and lemma 3, we can get:
, 5 , ,
By 9 n  and (2.4), (2.5) we obtain
By lemma 4, we can get:
Similarly, we can get
By from (3.4)-(3.7), we can get 
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We can see clearly from lemma 4 that: (2  (2  2  2  2  2   (2  (2  2  2  2  2   1  1  1  1  ,  ,  2 
